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SINGULAR DIFFUSION LIMIT OF A TAGGED PARTICLE IN ZERO
RANGE PROCESSES WITH SINAI-TYPE RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

MARCEL HUDIANI, CLAUDIO LANDIM, AND SUNDER SETHURAMAN

ABSTRACT. We derive a singular diffusion limit for the position of a tagged particle in zero range
interacting particle processes on a one dimensional torus with a Sinai-type random environment
via two steps. In the first step, a regularization is introduced by averaging the random envi-
ronment over an e N-neighborhood. With respect to such an environment, the microscopic drift
of the tagged particle is in form %WE’, where W/ is a regularized White noise. Scaling diffu-
sively, we find the nonequilibrium limit of the tagged particle z§ is the unique weak solution of

dr§ = 2%2?))) W/(z$) + 1/%’?:5)) dB¢, in terms of the hydrodynamic mass density p®

recently identified and homogenized interaction rate .
In the second step, we show that z°, as & vanishes, converges in law to the diffusion x

0(4 40 0
described informally by dz) = ZW W'(z?9) + ,/% dB¢, where W' is a spatial
Ty Ty
White noise and p° is the para-controlled limit of p® also recently identified, solving the singular
PDE 9;p° = LA®(p°) — 2V (W'®(p?)).

0

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of characterizing the motion of a tagged or distinguished particle interacting
with others has a long history in statistical physics Sections 1.8, IL.6 in [23], and as well as in the
mathematics literature Section VIII.4 in [I8], and Sections 4.3, 8.4 in [I3]. Part of the difficulty is
that the position X; of the tagged particle depends on the configuration of the other particles &,
and so is not Markovian with respect to its own history. However, in many settings, one believes
that it behaves as a homogenized random walk.

Such results with respect to translation-invariant interacting particle systems, in particular
mass conserving exclusion and zero-range processes, on Z¢ have been shown when the initial
configuration of particles are governed by a stationary or ‘local equilibrium’ distributions. See
[][Section 1.4] for a review with respect to exclusion processes, and [2], [9], [10] for a discussion
with respect to zero-range models. These descriptions, whether functional law of large numbers or
diffusion limits, typically involve the hydrodynamic scaled mass density evolution of the particles
in the system.

Recently, a hydrodynamic limit of a zero-range process in a Sinai-type random environment in
a one dimensional torus Ty = Z/NZ was identified in [I5], [6], [5] via a two step procedure in terms
of a singular, nonlinear stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE). The aim of this article is
to study associated scaling behaviors with respect to a tagged particle in such an inhomogeneous
system. In a nutshell, the limiting diffusion limit will involve the Sinai-type external random
environment, as expressed via the hydrodynamic density and other local averages. A main point
is that such a limit formulates a microscopic basis for a class of ‘singular’ Brox-type diffusions, as
we will try to explain.

In this sense, our tagged particle results form a natural complement to the hydrodynamics
and SPDE convergences in [15], [6], [5]. These results also generalize the tagged particle diffusion
limit in translation invariant zero-range settings without a random environment [9], [I0].
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To aid in the description of the results in the article, we first discuss several components in
the next subsections.

1.1. Random Environment. Our environment is built from ‘Sinai’ random environments on Z.
Namely, consider independent, identically distributed (iid) random variables {uy : k € Z} such

that ¢ < ug <1 —c¢ where 0 < ¢ < % and F [log( “o )} = 0. Let U, denote the discrete-time

1—u0

random walk in this random environment (RWRE) with Uy = 0:
PUpt1 =Up+ 1| Up,{ur}) =1—=PUp+1 =U, — 1| Uy, {ux}) = uy, (1.1)

for n > 1. In [22], it was proved that U, scales with the order of (logn)?. Specifically, with
02 = E[(log(uo(1 — up)~1))?] > 0, the ratio 02U, /(logn)? converges weakly in the annealed sense
to a non-trivial random variable U,,, whose law does not depend on o.

A continuous analog of the ‘Sinai” RWRE was introduced in [3]. Informally, o-Brox diffusion
is described by the stochastic differential equation (SDE),

1
X} =dB, — SW'(X{")dt , Xg" = 0.

Here, B, W, ,W_ are three independent standard Brownian motions on R, and W is a two-sided
Brownian motion: W (0) = 0, W(z) = cW4(z) for x > 0, and W(x) = oW_(—z) for z < 0. More
rigorously, o-Brox diffusion is defined in terms of scale and time-change:

y
/ VA dz yeR
O

/ e 2W (T (B2) g , t>0.
0

s(y) =
X{" = s (Br-1()) where (1.2)
T(t) =
Analogous to Sinai RWRE, it was shown in [3], when ¢ = 1, that X}"/(logt)? converges in
distribution to the same limit U,.

Interpolating between these two processes, Seignourel considered in [20] environments scaled
by VN, where N is a scale parameter. An effective example is ull = 1/2 + ry/Vo2N where
{ry : k € Z} are i.i.d bounded random variables with mean 0 and variance o. Consider now the
diffusively scaled random walk, denoted U, in this array of random environments. Then, [20]
showed U ﬁv% | /N converges weakly in the annealed sense to the 4-Brox diffusion X}".

1.2. Hydrodynamics with Zero-range interactions. The Zero-range process (ZRP) on Ty
follows a collection of continuous time, dependent random walks. If a site © € T is occupied by j
particles, then a particle at x displaces to y € Ty at rate (g(4)/j) p(z,y) where g : Ng — R and p
is a transition probability. The model has name ‘Zero-range’ because the infinitesimal interaction
between particles is with those on the same site. We mention the motion of ‘independent’ particles
is a case when ¢(j) = j.

The model in a ‘Sinai’-type or ‘Seignourel’ environment on Ty is when p(z,z +1) = v} and
p(r,2—1) = 1—ul, with p(z,y) = 0 for y # x+1. Formally, the rate of change of n;(x) = Enzy (1),

the number of particles at © € Ty in diffusive scale, is given by the generator action

1 T
N’Ly(z) ~ =A 2NV ( —)
n(z) ~ 5 Ang(n(2)) + 9(n(z)) N
where AxyG(x) = N}(G(z + 1) + G(z — 1) — 2G(z)) and VVG(z) = N(G(z + 1) — G(z)) are
the normalized second-order and first-order differences. Since r, = S, — S,_1 is the difference of
partial sums of {r,}, formally v, /Vo?N ~ W (z/N)—W((x—1)/N) where W is a spatial standard
Brownian motion. In this way, one can postulate that 7Y = % Y wery M(2)d, /N converges to
p(t, x)dx where

Oup = S AD(p) — 29 (W' (2) () (1.3)
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and @ is a homogenization of the process rate g. Such an equation, a form of a generalized nonlinear
parabolic Anderson model, is a singular SPDE since VIW’ € C~3/2~ and p € C'/?~ (and therefore
®(p) € C1/27).

Although this ‘direct’ limit is still open, by considering a two step approach (L3]) was recovered
as follows. In the first step, after ‘regularizing’ the random environment, that is by replacing
Y/ VN at a site k = [N | by its average over a small e-macroscopic block

1 1 1
WE - Z T':L-Zv ~ WE[SICJFNS/\/N_SIC_NS/\/N] ~ m[W(fL"i‘E) _W((E—E)}, (14)
li—k|<Ne

both quenched and annealed hydrodynamic limits are found in [I5] with a density p® satisfying a
regularized form of (L3]), where W’ is replaced with W/, a regularized White noise (cf. Theorem
217 Corollary 2T0). In the second step, the densities p(t,z) = p°(t,z) as € | 0 are shown to
converge uniformly in a certain space in probability with respect to W to p°, the para-controlled
solution of the singular SPDE ([[3) (cf. Theorem 2T3)); see [§] for an in-depth account of para-
controlled distributions.

1.3. Discussion of results for a tagged particle. Let X; be the location of a tagged particle
at time ¢ in the system. The diffusively scaled position %XtN = %X N2¢ 1S approximately given as

1 1 " g(ns (X)) 1
— XN - —xV ~ 2/ s Pwi(XNYds + =M},
N t N 0 0 775 (Xé\[) E( s ) S + N t
in terms of a martingale %MtN with quadratic variation fg %d&
Given the quenched hydrodynamics proved in the ‘first step’ with fixed € > 0, one hypothesizes
that & X7V converges to zf satisfying the stochastic differential equation (SDE),

P(p(t,xf))
p(t, )
And in the ‘second’ step, as ¢ | 0, one would hope to obtain that xj converges in a suitable sense

to 2?0, satisfying formally the SDE with W' replacing W/, and more rigorously given in terms of a
scale and time-change functions. These aims were initially mentioned as an open problem in [I5].

7(25) + dB;. (1.5)

A general form of the first step, where 25 is a weak solution of (LA, is proved in Theorem
B0 with respect to an abstract disorder {a) : k € Ty} approximating a(-) € C(T). Then,
quenched and annealed limits are found in Corollary B3] when o = W/. For the second step, we
state quenched and annealed forms for convergence in distribution of z to the singular diffusion
limit 2 as ¢ | 0 in Theorem B4 We refer to the diffusion z{ as ‘singular’ as it involves the
para-controlled solution p° of (L3)) and the multiplicative external noise W’. Derivation of such a
‘singular’ diffusion from microscopic interactions, albeit in two steps, appears to be one of the first
of its kind.

We comment, in the case of independent particles, when g(n) = n, we have ®(p) = p. The
first step limit 2° would then satisfy a regularized form of Brox diffusion, da§ = 2W/(«5)dt + d By,
while in the second step, the limits of these would be to 4-Brox diffusion z9 = X}".

In another direction, as mentioned earlier, the results reduce to the tagged particle diffusion
limits with respect to translation-invariant Zero-range where p(x,z £ 1) = 1/2, if there is no
random environment. That is, if o, W/ and W’ were set to 0, one would recover the time-changed
Brownian motion limits in [9], [10].

Finally, we comment that the proof methods allow for other disorders and that related singular
diffusion limits can be shown. For instance, in in Remark we discuss limits with respect to
‘Brownian-bridge’ disorders.



1.4. Proof ideas. The main idea in the first step (Theorem B.]) is to replace the local function
g(me( X)) /n: (X)) by a function of the mass density p(t, XN) at X¥. The intuition is that at a
scaled time N2¢, the particles in local neighborhoods have had time to mix: locally, the distribution
of particles should be in some sort of equilibrium. The form of this ‘equilibrium’, since the effects of
the random environment are of order O(1/(Ne¢)) (cf. (I4)), with sufficient mixing estimates, may
be approximated by that when the model is translation-invariant, without random environment.

Then, g(n:(X}N))/n:(XY) should homogenize to its expected value under an invariant mea-
sure ul])V for the process (X},n;) without random environment associated to the local density
p = p(t,z;). If we condition on the location of X}V and then shift the frame so that X}V is at the

g (1777((00)))} , the expectation with respect to a
0

‘frame’ measure denoted 1/2. Since the tagged particle is at the origin, v/, can be computed in terms
of a size bias with respect to the stationary distribution %, of the process governing indistinguish-

able particles, v9 = (9(0)/p)%,. Then, H(p) will have formulation H(p) = Ez, [g(1(0))/p] = @.

This homogenization, in the presence of the random environment, is made precise in the
‘replacement’ Lemma FJ] an important part of the proof of the ‘first step’ result. The scheme of
proof of Theorem[Bland Corollary B.3]is similar to that in [9], [I0] without a random environment.
However, due to the inhomogeneity of the random environment, there are many differences.

origin, the homogenization would be in form H(p) = Eyo [

Indeed, the form of the stationary distribution of the process (X;¥, ;) involves the structure
of the random environment as in the hydrodynamics work [I5]. It will be important to make local
particle number truncations to perform the replacements. We use ‘monotone coupling’, allowed
under an ‘attractiveness’ assumption on g (namely that ¢ is an increasing function), to deduce
sufficient truncations, along with estimates on the inhomogeneous stationary distribution in [I5]
to carry out the homogenizations. The smoothness of the initial continuum density po € C?(T)
for f > 0 assumed in Theorem B allows to deduce continuity of p(t,z) = p(t,z) (not shown in
[15]), important to close the local homogenizations and resulting equations. We comment in the
presence of translation-invariance, and linear growth assumptions on g, local particle truncations
were avoided in [9], while ‘attractiveness’ was also used in [I0] to the treat sublinearity of the rate
g assumed there.

From Theorem [3.Il one can recover immediately the quenched part of Corollary when
a = W/.. The annealed part in Corollary B3 will follow as a consequence.

To recover quenched and annealed Brox-type diffusion limits z° in the second step when
a = W! (Theorem [B4), we apply the It6-McKean representation of z° in terms of scale s and
time-change 7. With linear growth bound assumptions on ¢, and additional smoothness of the
initial density pg € C'P(T) for B > 0, we may verify p = p° is a classical solution, allowing to plug
into the framework of the para-controlled limit Theorem Then, with uniform convergence
limits of p® to p® afforded by the para-controlled limit, we will be able to take limit of s* and T°
to ¥ and T° as € | 0. In the end, the It6-McKean form of the limit describes the diffusion 2 in
Theorem [3.4]

Plan of the article. After specifying more carefully the model in Section 2] and relevant results
and consequences in the literature, we turn to our results for a tagged particle (Theorem BTl
Corollary B3] and Theorem [B4]) in Section In Section [ we give the proof of Theorem [B.1]
assuming a replacement Lemma [l In Section Bl we show Theorem [3.4l Finally, in Sections [G.1]
6.2 and B3] we complete the proof of Lemma ] in three parts via ‘local 1-block’, ‘local 2-block’,
and ‘global replacement’ estimates respectively.

2. MODEL DESCRIPTION

Let Ty := Z/NZ be the discrete torus for N € N. Throughout this article, we will identify Ty
with {1,2,..., N} and also identify the continuum unit torus T with (0, 1]. Consider a deterministic
4



‘environment’ on the discrete torus {a) : k € Ty} such that their linear interpolations for u € T,
N N N
Yu :al_NuJ +(Nu_ \.NU‘J)O(\_NuJ—i-l?

converge uniformly to a(u) where a(-) is a continuous function on T.

We now introduce the zero-range process on Ty with respect to this environment. Let
No ={0,1,2,...}, and let ¥y = NOTN be the (countable) configuration space of particles. For a
particle configuration £ € ¥, the coordinate £(k) for k € T denotes the number of particles at
site k.

With respect to a function g : Ny — R, denote by & for ¢ > 0 the continuous-time Markov
chain, informally described as follows. Since maxi<p<n |a{€V | is uniformly bounded in N, take N
sufficiently large so that |l |[/N < 1/2 for all k € Ty. At each location k € Ty, a clock rings
at rate g(&(k)), at which time a particle is selected at random from those at k to move to k £ 1
with probability (1/2) £ (Y /N). The case g(j) = j corresponds to when all the particles in the
system are independent, each carrying its own exponential rate 1 clock.

More precisely, what we call the ‘standard’ process {&; : t > 0} is the Markov continuous time
jump process on Xy, with generator L given by

_ 1 oy kokt1y _
Li©) = Y {a(€t) (5 + 35 ) (£ - £(€)

keTn
1 a{cv

+9Em) (3~ T ) FEF — 1@) }- (2.1)

Here, ¢7°% is the configuration obtained from ¢ by moving a particle from j to k, that is,

) = ek +1 L=k,
£(0) R ELE

Our main focus will be the behavior of a tagged or distinguished particle in the system. Let
X denote the location of the tagged particle in Ty at time ¢ > 0. Since the dynamics of a particle
depends on the location of the other particles, the process X; by itself is not Markovian. However,
we may consider the coupled process (X¢,&) on {(2,£) € Ty x Xy : £(x) > 1} with respect to
the deterministic environment {a'}. Such a process is Markovian with generator

Inf@ =3 Y {oww) (@) - f(2.€) (2:2)
+

yeTn\{z}
n g(&(z))ag—lepfvﬂf(x,&mﬂ) — f@€)
+ 9@ YU £ 164 - [ ).
where plV: ¥ 1= % + %

Of course, Ly restricted to functions f(z,£) = f(£) only of the configuration £ reduces to L.

We also observe the restriction of Zn to functions f(z,&) = f(z0,£), for a fixed zg € Ty, is
itself a generator of the process & where & () > 1 and the tagged particle does not move, but is
always at Xog = xo:

L (o, &) = > g€®)) [y (f(wo, €T = F(w0,€) + oy (f (w0, 84V 7H) = flao,€))]
yETN\{zo}

S0) 1 10t (1, €705041) — f(a0,)) + 52 (F (0, €97 °1) = F(00,6)]

+ g(&(x0)) £(20)
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For each N, we will later observe the evolution of the tagged particle and zero-range process
when time is speeded up by N?2. We define processes

XY = Xpep and g = &y,
generated by N2 %y for times 0 <t < T, where T > 0 can be any fixed time horizon.

2.1. Assumptions on g. To avoid degeneracies, we suppose that ¢g(0) = 0 and g(k) > 0 for
k > 1. We now state further conditions on g that we will use in various combinations in the main
theorems:

(A) g(k+1) > g(k) for k > 0;
(LG) supgey |g(k +1) = g(k)| < g" < o0
(M) There is an m > 1 and ag > 0 such that g(k +m) — g(k) > ao > for k > 0.

We mention how these properties are used in several places to make estimates.

Condition (A), often called ‘attractiveness’ allows a ‘basic coupling’ (cf. [I], [18], Theorem
I1.5.2 in [13]): If dR and dR’ are initial measures of two standard processes & and & at time ¢ = 0,
and dR < dR' in stochastic order, then the distributions of & and £ at times ¢ > 0 are similarly
stochastically ordered. We will primarily use (A) to bound above and below mean local particle
densities at sites, and to make ‘log(N)’ site particle truncations Lemma 28 in the 1 and 2-blocks
replacement estimates Lemmas and

Condition (LG) is used in several places to bound g¢(j) < ¢*j, and also in the 1 and 2
block estimates. Condition (M) is used to deduce g(j)/j > g« for a positive constant g.. Such
bounds are used to plug into assumptions for the singular hydrodynamic limit Theorem
One also deduces (LG) and (M) give that j > 1 — g¢(j)/j is Lipschitz: |g(j)/j — g(m)/m| <
19(3) — g(m)I/3 + g(m)|j — m|/(mj) < 2(g"/j)lj —m| < 2g%[j —ml].

Importantly, also in combination, (LG), (M) imply a mixing property of the process: Let by ;
be the inverse of the spectral gap of the standard process with reflecting boundary conditions, in

a null environment that is when a{gv = 0, defined on the cube A; = {—I,...,1} with j particles; see
Section [B.1.2 for precise definitions. Under (LG) and (M) we have
by = O(1%), (2.3)

uniformly in 7 > 0 [I6]. Such a bound is used to compare the inhomogeneous system in the
environment {al'} with a translation-invariant system, when ol = 0.

We comment that, although [9] also assumed (LG) and (M), a more general class of ¢g’s might
be considered. Especially, (M) might be relaxed so that bounded or sublinear rate processes are
allowed for the regularized tagged particle limit (Theorem B]) as in the work [10]. However, (LG),
(M) give that ¢g.j < g(j) < ¢*j and therefore g. < ®(p)/p < g* (cf. ([27)), an assumption in [6],
[5]. Since these citations play a role in the singular diffusion limit Theorem B4} to have a unified
set of assumptions, we have specified the class as above.

2.2. Quenched random environment formulation. Let {r.} .y be a sequence of i.i.d. random
variables with mean 0 and variance 0 < 62 < co. Let sg = 0 and for n > 1, let s, = 22:1 ri. For
0<u<l,let

1 Nu— |Nu|

N
Y, = WSLNM =+ WTLNUJH )

where |a], a € R stands for the integer part of a.
It is standard that the random functions {YUN 0<u< 1} converge in distribution as N 1
oo to the Brownian motion on [0,1]. By Skorokhod’s Representation Theorem, we may find a
probability space (2,7, 4?) and {de 0<u< 1}, N € N, mappings from Q to C[0,1], such
that, for all N € N,
{yVioo<u<1}={wl:0<u<1}
6



in distribution and moreover, {WJV 0<u< 1} converges uniformly almost surely to the standard
Brownian motion {W,,,0 < u < 1}.

We will now fix an w € Q such that {W}¥(w) : 0 < u < 1} converges (uniformly) to a Brownian
path {W,(w) : 0 <u < 1},

Following the formulation in [I5], we extend W as well as W, to u € [—1,2]. With W,
representing either W2 or W, define

W - Wu+1 — Wl u e [—1,0),
v Wu—1+W1 UE(LQ].

Here, in the time intervals [—1, ) and (1,2], the trajectory W starts respectively from —W,; and
W1, then displaces according to W in [0,1]. In this way, the increments of W are periodic in T.
To simplify notation, we will drop the tilde in the notation for W.

Let € > 0 be a parameter. Let also ¢ : [-1,1] = R be a C! function with fil Y(x)dx = 1.
For each N € N and k € Ty, consider an e-regularization of local environments such that

oy X nle)

l—k|<[Ne]
namely
k+|Ne]—1 .
1 —k j—k+1
N N
a = > WY [elet) — ()
\/st e { Ne Ne }
L ow [IVe] N [IVe]
— - 24
+ \/NEWkJrNs 1/}( Ne ) \/Ngwkflstw( Ne ) ( )
In particular, when k/N — 2 € T as N 1 oo, we have v/ Nq,iv converges to
/ W(u )d + = {W x4 e)p(l) — W(z —e)p(-1)} (2.5)

= EW * e (z) = W.(x),
where 9. (u) = L9 (u/e).
As W converges uniformly to W., by the continuity of W, and the properties of 1, in view
of ([24)), there exists a constant C' = C(w) < oo such that

hmsup max {\/_|qk |} <(CJe.

N—o0

As remarked in the introduction, W/ is a smoothing of W’. In particular, W. € C7 when
' e C7 for v > 1/2 and ¥(£1) = 0. When one of ¢(1) or ¢(—1) does not vanish, then W/ €
cl/2- .= ﬁo<€<1/201/2_€. Also, when ¢/ € C7 for v < 1/2, then W/ € C'/2= . A natural case is
when (x) = (1/2)1;_; 1)(x) for which W/(x) = (2e) W (x +¢e) —W(x —¢)].

Here, and for later use, we denote by C7(Y) for v > 0, and by C772(Y) for 71,72 > 0, the
standard Holder spaces of functions on respective spaces Y.

In this article, with respect to the above quenched setting, we focus on the deterministic
sequence

o = VNgY and a(u) = W.(u), (2.6)

although other periodic sequences, such as af = af — & D ieTy aé-v and the limit a(u) = W/(u) —
fT W!(v)dv, which corresponds to Brownian-bridge random environments, could be considered.
7



2.3. Invariant measures. We first consider invariant measures for L, generating the standard
process of indistinguished particles. Then, we consider invariant measures for the system with a
tagged particle generated by Zn. In the following, with respect to a given probability measure u,
we denote by E,, and Var, its expectation and variance.

The building block for the invariant measures of L is {Py}, a family of Poisson-like distribu-
tions indexed by ‘fugacities’ ¢ > 0. For each ¢, the measure Py on Ny is defined by

1 o

Ps(n) = mm, for n >0,
where
oo k
2(0) = 3 o and g(m)! = () g = 1)-+-9(1) . g(O)1 = 1.
k=0

The family {Py : ¢ € [0,¢*)} is well defined where ¢* is the radius of convergence for 2. Under
condition (M), ¢* = lim o, g(j) = co. Hence, Py satisfies the (FEM) condition in p. 69 of [13].

Let R(¢) = Ep,[Z], where Z(n) = n, be the mean of the distribution Pg. A direct com-
putation yields R'(¢) > 0, R(0) = 0 and, as ¢* = oo, we have limy_,4+ R(¢) = co. Since R is
strictly increasing, it has an inverse, denoted by ® : Ry — R, , which is also strictly increasing
with ®(0) = 0. We may parametrize the family of distributions Py by its mean. For p > 0, let
Q) = Pa(p), so that Eg [Z] = Ep,, [Z] = R(®(p)) = p.

A straightforward computation yields that Ep,[g(Z)] = ¢ for 0 < ¢ < ¢* = oo. Thus,

®(p) = Ep,,[9(Z2)] = Eqg,[9(Z2)] , p=0. (2.7)

Recall, under condition (LG) that g(k) < g¢g*k, and therefore ®(p) < g*p. Under (M), recall
there is g. > 0 such that g(k) > g.k, and so ®(p) > g.p. A simple computation yields that
®'(p) = ®(p)/c?(p) where o2(p) is the variance of Z under Q,. Moreover, one may compute that
® € C* is a smooth function.

We note, in the case g(k) = k, that ®(p) = p, and Py is a Poisson measure with mean ¢.
Fix a vector (¢ n : k € Ty) of non-negative real numbers. Denote by Zy = Zn (-; {¢r,n})
the product measure on NOTN whose marginals are given by

ZN(E(k) =n) =Py, y(n), forkeTyn,n>0. (2.8)

It is straightforward (cf. [1]) to check that Z is invariant with respect to the generator L in (Z1])
as long as the fugacities {¢r N }rer, satisfy:

(1+a]k\ll)¢ +(1 O‘{“V“)qﬁ = k=1,2,....N (2.9)
5 N k—1,N 3 N k+1,N = QKN =L2..., N .

Notice that {c¢r n}rery, for ¢ > 0, is a solution of 29) if {¢r N }rery is a solution. In
particular, any solution gives rise to a one-parameter family of solutions Zn,. = Zn(-; {cdr,n})
for ¢ > 0. In Lemma 2.1 in [I5], it is shown that (2X9]) admits a solution, unique up to multiplicative
constant, that is strictly positive.

We now restate the following useful estimates of the ‘fugacities’ given in Lemma 2.2 in [15].
Let pmax, v = maxi<p<n {@k,n} and ¢min,y = mini<p<ny {dr,n}

Lemma 2.1. Let {¢x N }rery be a solution of 29). Then, there exist constants Cy,Ca < 0o such
that for all N € N
Gy

¢max N
1< —"-<(C; and max — <
S 1 1§k§N|¢k,N Prr1,n] < N

¢max,N-

As a consequence, if Gmax,n = C' then ¢min, v > C’Cf1 > 0.
8



Let {px,ny = Ep,,  [Z]}rery be the mean values where {¢x,n }ret, satisfies (2.9). Since by
Lemma 211 the parameters ¢r,n are uniformly bounded above and below, we have that pj n is
also uniformly bounded above and below.

We now turn to stationary measures for the process (X, &) generated by Zn.

Proposition 2.2. The measure v¥ on Ty x Xy given by
(o) = e (2.10)
ZyETN Py,N

is invariant for the joint process generated by L. Moreover, for each fixed xo € T, the measure
venvTo on Nn given by v (&) = VN (X = xg) = 5(960)% (&) is invariant for the process

Pzg,N
generated by L.

We comment, analogous to the invariant measures of L, since the parameters {¢n N }reTy
when multiplied by a constant ¢ still satisfy ([2.9]), the joint process generated by £y also has a
family of invariant measures indexed by ¢ € R.

The proof of Proposition is a straightforward but long computation. In particular, we
may compute the L2(vY) adjoint Z5 as

L f(@,6) =D 3 (Flo, €0%) = f(x,))g(y ))pffjﬁﬂ
y,N

y#r +

T,T 5(17) -1 N, ¢z:ﬁ:1,N
+ Z 5 il f(x,ﬁ))g(ﬁ(x)) f(.’l]) pz:i::iN ¢$7N

x,T g(g(d?)) N, ¢z:ﬁ:1,N
+ g (f({E + 1,5 il) - f(I,é)) 5(,@) pz:t:i (bw,N :

We also find the L?(v"v0) adjoint of £°""»*0, denoted .Zy“""""°, is the operator restricted to
functions f(z,€&) = f(xo,§) where X = xq is fixed. The relations 231 = £*""%1 = ( imply
invariance of vV and pev:%o,

We comment in passing, as shown by a straightforward computation, that vV is reversible,
that is Ly = £, exactly when ZmeTN Y = 0. For instance, the Brownian bridge sequence a}’
and a(u) given near ([2.6) would satisfy this condition.

2.4. Invariant measures for the translation-invariant process. When oV = 0, that is in
the translation-invariant setting, ¢ n = ¢ is constant in k. Let p be the mean of P,. Then, we
may write the fugacity ¢ = ®(p). In this case, the stationary measure vV of (X, &) reduces to
the measure denoted as

§(x)

N _
Vp (x7§) - N—p%pa

where Z, = er’ﬂ‘N Pa(p)- Note that the conditional measure, denoted 1/,()J in the introduction,

satisfies 10 = vV (¢ € -|[X = 0) = L{?)L@p(f € -). We comment that the measures {Z,},>0 are
well-known as stationary distributions of the translation-invariant process €. governed by L when

(cf. [9], [I0]).

2.5. Initial measures. We specify now conditions on the initial measures p”¥ for the zero-range
process with a tagged particle (X¢,&;) generated by £y. Denote by p¥ and p¥ the marginals
with respect to X and £ on spaces Ty and X respectively.

We now fix Zn (cf. (Z8)) to be the invariant measure for & chosen so that ¢maxn =
maxgery {®r,n} = 1. Such a choice specifies the normalization or parameter ¢ multiplying a
solution ¢y n. We comment other parameter values could be also be used. Since the fugacities

9



Pe. N < Omaz,N = 1, the maximum density pmqe, N (corresponding to ¢mas, n) is bounded uniformly
in N.

Let v~ be the associated invariant measure defined in terms of Zy (cf. ([2I0)). Define the
relative entropy between measures 1 and po by J(p1|p2) := [ fIn f dus where f = dps /dps.

Condition 2.3. The measure pu satisfies the following.

(a) We have {uY } nen is associated with an initial density profile po € L*(T) for 3 > 0 in the
sense that for any G € C(T) and § > 0

A}LIHOOUZLVH% 3 G(%){(kz)—/G(z)po(x)daz‘ > 5} ~0.
kETN T

(b) The relative entropy of uY with respect to Zn is of order N. That is, there exists a finite
constant Cy such that H#(uY |%N) < CoN for all N > 1.

(c) We have {uX}nen converges weakly to the law of a random variable Zx on T.

(d) The relative entropy of u™N with respect to v is of order N: There is a finite constant Co
such that 7 (p™N|vN) < CoN for all N > 1.

(e) The marginal pk is stochastically bounded above and below, #n ., < pY < Bn.c, for
0 < cp < c1 <oo. That is, for any increasing coordinatewise function f : Xn — R, we
have Egy . [f] < En[f] < Egy.,[f]. As a consequence, by Lemma[21] and properties
of Py, there is 0 < p_ = p_(co) < p4(c1) = py < o0 such that £, <K XN, and
RN e, L Rp... In particular, p— < mingery E, v [{(k)] < maxpery B, [£(F)] < p+.

These are natural conditions and also those which allow to fit into the results in [I5] and
[6], [5]: (a) specifies an initial law of large numbers for the bulk particle numbers; we will chose
later on in some of the results that py € C?(T) for different ranges of 3 > 0. (b) gives that the
initial marginal may differ from the stationary measure Zy at O(N) locations of Ty in the sense
of relative entropy. (c) specifies that the initial tagged particle position has a weak limit. (d)
states that the full initial measure p¥ may differ from the stationary measure "V in the sense of
O(N)-relative entropy; such a condition is useful to get control of later time distributions of the
joint process. Finally, (e) allows the monotone coupling mentioned earlier, so that we may bound
and truncate local particle numbers; for instance, as in the next Section 2.7

In the following, we will denote the process measure and associated expectation governing 7.
starting from x by P,, and E,. When the particle system process starts from {u” } yen satisfying
Condition 23] we will denote by Py :=P,~ and Ey := E,,~, the associated process measure and
expectation.

2.6. Local equilibrium measures. We observe that Condition 2.3]is satisfied, for example, by

‘local equilibrium’ measures {ufz } nen associated to macroscopic profiles pg € C(T) for 3 > 0
such that 0 < p_ < po(+) < p; on T. For each N € N, let qu be the measure on Ty X Xy given
by
&(x
i (2,8) = #%’Nﬁo(_)(ﬁ), for k€ Ty . (2.11)

B Zke'ﬂ‘N pO(k/N)

Here, we define Zy po() = Zn(; {orn}) = [xery Pj,  Where the parameters {br.N}rery are
such that Eg, [(k)] = po(k/N). We note when po(-) = p is constant, Zn p,(.) = %p.

Then, the marginals u%le and ug) le are given by the following mass functions on Ty and Xy
respectively:

po(z/N) and M]L\],lc(f) = M%Mpo()(f)'

i le) = <2 -
’ > kery Po(k/N) > kery Po(k/N)
One may verify that Condition 23] (a) for the size biased measure ug le holds straightforwardly
with respect to macroscopic profile py as G is uniformly continuous by Chebychev and triangle
10



inequalities. Similarly, Condition 23) (c), as u%le converges weakly to po(z)/||poll 1 (mydx, holds
also.

Also, Condition 23] (b) holds since

A l) = B [ 108 S0 o (B ).

By Lemma 3.4 in [I5] or straightforward computation, we observe that J#(Zy ,,)|%n) < CN.
Also, the first term is bounded by Eg, [(% > £(k)) /(% Xk po(k/N))] < C unlformly in N.

In addition, Condition 23] (e) holds : Note that the factors Py, are stochastically ordered in
¢. Also, <I>( _) < miny ¢k ~N < maxy ¢k N < <I>(p+) Then, there are constants cg, ¢y such that
maxXkeTy Co¢k N < P(po) < P(pg) < mingery clqﬁk,N. For increasing coordinatewise functions

f:Tn = R, we have By [(€)] < By /()] < B, /)]
The next lemma asserts that Condition (d) holds to complete the verification.

Proposition 2.4. There exists a constant C(pg) > 0 depending only on po such that 7 (uly |vY) <
C(po)N.

Proof. We calculate 2 (uly |v) = B~ [log (M)} Write, canceling the term in common

(X,6)
5(.@),
ppe (,8) D yety PuN RN o) (€)
BN ) BT polu/N) T T Zn(e)
Then,
Z cT pw,N(y) Zm T 5(17) t%N, 0()(6)
H SN 1 By S p ,
(uie | v7) = logzyempo(y/m+EJzN,m<.> [ZEETNpo(a:/N) log 0 (2.12)

Since the densities are bounded uniformly, the first term is O(1). To treat the second term, write

1Og%’Npo() Zlo ¢zN +Z§ ¢1N

zeT N zeT N

Since the fugacities are bounded, the deterministic term on the right-hand side of the above display
is O(N) and the other one is bounded by €'Y . §(z). Then, the second term in [2.I2)) is bounded

Soery @) (Shery €@)° L .
by O(N)E#zy . %} +CEzy ) l% , which is O(N) as desired. O

Remark 2.5. We observe other ‘local equilibrium measures’ which locate the tagged particle at

a fixed site 7o = 2z’ € Ty may also be considered. For instance, one may take ul¥ (zo,&) =

(]l{g(m[)Bl}/E@N’po(_)[1{§(m0)21}])¢%’N7p0(_)(§) and uﬁ(m,f) = 0 for © # xg, as opposed to (211,
and verify that Condition23is satisfied. The sites zy = x{ may be chosen so that 2}’ /N — z € T.

2.7. Local particle number estimates via attractiveness. While the total particle number
Y wery M(T) = D cry Mo(x) for all £ > 0 is conserved, and as the initial total number is O(V)
by Condition (e), such mass conservation does not provide control over local particle numbers
ne(z) for a fixed x € Ty that we will use in the sequel.

Lemma 2.6. Starting under an initial measure u satisfying Condition (e), the probability
that the mazimum number of particles Imax (XN 4+ z) at any time t > 0 is larger than log N is
zelnN

small: For all C > 0, limsup PY (max 7;(X}" +z) > Clog N) = 0.
N—o00 zeTn
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Proof. We may rewrite, max,cry 7:(X{" +7) = maxger, 7:(z), in terms of the system 7;, without
the shift by X}V, which is attractive. Since max, 7.(z) is an increasing function of 7., we have by
attractiveness and Condition [Z3] (e) that

IP’N[m;ixm(x) > ClogN} <Pzy., {mgxm(:v) > Clog N

Under the stationary measure Zn,, the variables {n;(x)} are independent with uniform over
x € Ty exponential moments due to the (FEM) condition (cf. Section [Z3]) satisfied by the
marginals Py ., and that the fugacities ¢, y are uniformly bounded in # € Txy. The claim
follows as a consequence. O

2.8. Hydrodynamics of the bulk density. Our main theorems for the evolution of X}V will
involve the hydrodynamic bulk mass density of the system. We now apply results in [I5] to identify
this density. Consider the diffusively scaled particle mass empirical measure:

Zﬁt )0k (dz)

where §,, stands for the Dirac mass at © € T. Let .#, be the space of finite nonnegative measures
on T, and observe that 7 € .#,. We will place a metric d(-,-) on .#, which realizes the dual
topology of C(T) (see p. 49 of [I3] for a definitive choice). Here, the trajectories {m¥ : 0 <t <
T} are elements of the Skorokhod space D([0,T],.#,), endowed with the associated Skorokhod
topology.

In the following, for G € C(T) and 7w € .#, denote (G, w) = [ G(u)7(du

We now recall the hydrodynamic limit (HDL) for the process n. with respect to the environ-
ment o in [15].
Theorem 2.7. For initial distributions u% , where u satisfies Condition [23, for t € [0,T), test
function G € C*°(T), and 6 > 0, we have

hrnIP’N th /G twdw‘>6}=0

N —oc0

where p(t,x) is the unique weak solution of

1
Ouplt, ) = 500 B(plt, ) — 20, (a(r)2(p(t, ) 1)
p(oa I) = pO(I)a
in the class of ‘good’ weak solutions given in Definition [Z8 below.
Definition 2.8. We say p(t,x) : [0,T] x T — [0,00) is a good weak solution to (ZI3)) if

(1) [pp(t,x)de = [, po(x)dz for all t € [0,T].

(2) p(t,-) is weakly continuous, that is, for all G € C(T), [;G(x)p(t,z)dx is a continuous
Sfunction in t.

(3) There exists an L*([0,T] x T) function denoted by 0,®(p(s,x)) such that, for all G(s,z) €
C%1([0,T] x T), it holds

/()T[TazG(S,x)Q(P(S,x))dxds — _ATAG(va)azQ(p(s,:r))d:z:ds,

(4) For all G(s,x) € C (]0,T) x T)

/OT/TaSG(S,x)p(S,x)dxds+/T(;(07x)p0(x)dx

T
- / / Bama@,x)@(p(s,x»+aza<s,x>[a<x><1><p<s,x>>1 dads.
0 T
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Remark 2.9. We comment that the proof of Proposition 9.2 in [I5] yields, exactly in the way
the proof of Theorem V.7.1 in [13] does in the translation-invariant setting when o = 0, the

additional bound fo ds f,ﬂ, du% < 00, although we don’t use it in this article.

As a consequence of Theorem[2.7], we observe that both quenched and annealed hydrodynamic

limits follow with respect to random environment {r,ﬁv = aNg le k|<|Ne) T5Y ( ) ke 'IFN}

(cf. Section 2.2]).
Let EpP% be the annealed probability measure, where P(dw) governs the random environ-

ment w = {ry}zeny and P = Py is the process measure of the speeded up zero-range process
n, with single particle jump rates (1/2) + 7Y /VN to the left and right from location k£ € Ty,
conditioned on the environment. Recall that {¢}} = {r,iv } and that a.s. VNgY — W.(z) when
k/N — x (cf. 24), @3)).
Theorem 2.10. With respect to the random environments, we have the hydrodynamic limits:

(1) (Quenched HDL) For almost all realizations w, the statement of Theorem [2.7] holds with
respect to a™ = /Ng" and a = W..

(1) (Annealed HDL) Moreover, the law of 7, under EpP%;, converges weakly to the law of
p(-,x)dx = p(-, x; @, W/)dx with respect to the distribution of Brownian motion W.

2.9. Boundedness and regularity of the good weak solution p. It will be useful to specify
an a priori bound of p(¢,x), the good weak solution of [2I3]), as well as its regularity depending
on the smoothness of a. Define, for ¢ > 1,
1
n(2) = == S n(k). (2.14)

2w+1

Then, nfN (luN]) = 755 (51, _,

TN > for 6 > 0.

[0+ LulN ],0+ 37 [uN ]’
Lemma 2.11. With initial measure p satisfying Condition [2.3, the following holds.

1. There exists positive constants p_,p+ such that the solution to @I3) satisfies p_ <
p(t,z) < pt for a.e (t,z) € [0,T] x T. As a consequence, by < @'(p(t,x)),% < by for
(t,z) € [0,T] x T, for 0 < by < by < 0.

2. (a) Suppose that a € C(T) and po € CP(T) for B > 0. Then, we have p(t,x) €
CY/27([0,T] x T) for a 0 <~ < B.

(b) Now suppose that o« € CP(T) and po € C**P(T) for B> 0. Let u(t,z) = [; p(t,z)dz on
[0,T] x T. Then, u(t,z) € CtN/2247([0,T] x T), for a 0 < < B, is a classical solution of

1
Ou(t,x) = 5@’(Vu)Au —2a(z)®(Vu), (2.15)
and as a consequence the unique para-controlled solution of ([ZIH), certainly belonging to space
27?7 = C(0,T), G372 (1)) N CER2P (0,7, L(T)).

Consequently, p(t,z) = Vu(t,z) € CC+N/2147([0, T] x T).

Here, C?(T) := BE, (T,R) is the spatial Holder-Besov space equipped with the norm [|-|| s
see page 62, Appendix A.l in [§] for the exact definition. When g € (0,00) \ N, it is known that
CP(T) = CP(T), the standard Hélder space used in [I4] and [17], and also C#(T) ¢ C#(T) when
B € N; see page 62 in [8] and page 99 in [2].

Then, CrC? := C([0,T], C#(T)) is the space of C*’-valued continuous functions on [0, 7] with
the supremum norm [|f||, as = supo<y<r [|f (6]l ¢, and C/°L == C#/2([0,T], L>(T)) is the

space of 3/2-Hélder continuous functions from [0, 7] to L>°(T) with the semi-norm || f[| 15/2;
T

suPo<s i< 1 (8) = £(5)l|Locry /It = s|°/2. The norm on 27 is [1f g2 = 1f s + 15 g2
13



Proof of Lemma 211l Let SY be the semigroup associated to L, generating the standard process
2I). By assumption (A) and Condition 23 (e), for the attractive system, we have the stochastic
ordering

Ry L RNy <UYSY < BNey < Ry, . (2.16)

Then, Eg, [f] < E,xsn[f] < Ez,, [f] for any monotone function f on No~.

Set f(n) = N (| Nu]). The hydrodynamic limit (Theorem[ZT) gives that p_ < o _99 p(t, u+
v)dv < p4. Hence, p_ < p(t,u) < p; a.e. with respect to Lebesgue measure on R as desired. The
bounds on ®'(p) = ®(p)/c%(p) (cf. after 7)) and ®(p)/p follow as ® is strictly increasing, and
®(p) > 0 and o2(p) > 0 for p > 0.

One may deduce Part 2 (a), as p(t, x) is bounded by Part 1, and as «(z) and ®(p) are bounded
by assumption and Part 1 again, by the regularity Theorem VI.6.33 in [I7] for weak solutions.

For Part 2 (b), that u is a classical solution now follows via Theorem V.5.14 in [I7] as
®'(p), a®(p), thought of as functions of (¢, ), are bounded and belong to C?/27([0,T] x T) for a
0 <~ < @ by Part 1 and Part 2 (a). [We note in passing that Theorems 6.1 and 6.4 in [I4] are
used in Section 2.1, pages 866-867 in [5] to deduce regularity of p(¢, z) under stronger assumptions
on a(= ¢ € C*(T) in the notation there) and py € C*+A(T) for 8 € (0,1).]

Moreover, as u is a classical solution of (ZIH]), we claim it is the unique para-controlled

solution in .,?Tg/%. Indeed, the assumptions on & = o € C#(T) (in the notation of [6], [5]) and
po € CYP(T), since 8> 0 > —1/2— and 1+ 3 > 1/2—, satisfy the conditions in [6], [5] for u to be
in £} for all v € (13/9,3/2). Since u is classical, all terms in (ZIH) are well-defined as continuous
functions and ([2I5]) coincides with the fixed-point problem definition of the unique local-in-time
para-controlled solution in Section 2 in [], extended to global-in-time in [5]. |

Remark 2.12. We note the question of whether u(t, z), corresponding to a good weak solution
p(t,z) without further assumptions, is the unique para-controlled solution of (ZIH) in a space .2,
is of interest and left for future investigation. Part of the reason for the choice in Part 2(b) of
Lemma 2Tl and later in Theorems 213 and B4l to choose pg € C1+A(T) and o € C#(T) for 3 > 0,
or a = W/ € C'/2~(T) is that u(t, z) is guaranteed to be the para-controlled solution of (ZIH).

2.10. Singular hydrodynamic limit as ¢ | 0. When a = W/, we now discuss the limit of p = p°
as € | 0, which follows from [6], [5].

For the following result, we will specify enough smoothness of py (the same initial condition
for all p°) to fit into the framework of Part 2(b) of Lemma 2.TTl Recall also that ® is C*°(]0, o))
and by (LG), (M) that g. < ®(p)/p < g*, which allow us to fit into the framework of [6], [5].

Theorem 2.13. Fiz py € C'P(T) for > 0. With respect to € > 0 and o = W, € C'/?~(T) as
in ([2.0), the solutions p® of 2I3)) with initial condition py converge in probability, with respect to
the probability measure Py, governing W, to the solution p° of the SPDE

0 = 34 (2(p") = 29 (W'e(s"))

in the space fr}/ 27, which is the gradient p° = Vu® with respect to the unique para-controlled
solution of O’ = &' (Vu®)Au® — W'e(Vu).

In particular, p*(t,x) converges uniformly to p°(t,z) for (t,z) € [0,T] x T, in probability with
respect to Py .

Proof. We give the relevant citations. By Part 2(b) of Lemma 2TII] p° is the gradient of the

unique para-controlled solution of (ZI]). Then, Theorem follows by Theorem 1.1, Theorem

1.3 and Remark 1.2 in [5], noting the noise W/ € C2~7(T) for v € (13/9,3/2) and py € C*+A(T)

and 1 + 8 > 1/2 thereby satisfying the assumptions in [5], which shows existence/uniqueness of

the para-controlled solution p° global-in-time, extending the local-in-time convergence shown in

probability, Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 5.2 in [6], to all times. O
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3. RESULTS

To state results for a tagged particle, we recall the interpretation of a diffusion x; on a torus
as one ‘unwrapped’ on R with periodic coeflicients. Let #; = 27 be an Ito diffusion on R satisfying
with respect to a probability space with admissible filtration the SDE

d.ft = b(t,jt)dt—FU(t,j?t) dBt 5 .f() =z, (31)

for z € R. When the functions b(t,-) and o(t,-) are periodic with period 1 for all ¢ € [0,T7], we
may write

2= | b — [0 ])ds + / (s, — |i)dBs.

We may understand the diffusion z; = 27 on the torus T = (0, 1] (with the usual distance
d(a,b) = min{|a — b|,1 — |a — b|}), satisfying

dxy = b(t,xy)dt + o(t, x)dBy, 20 L 7
z

for t > 0, where Z is a random variable, via the mixture relation z; = 27 — |27 | € T, with 2 = Z,
whose process measure is Ez[#*] = [ #*dP(Z € dz), where &% is the process measure of Z7.

If there is a unique weak solution % for each z € R, then the process measure of 27 is
uniquely given as EZ[@'Z] (cf. Proposition 1 and remark following in [I1]). Correspondingly, in
this situation,

the process measure of =7 is Ez[27] (3.2)
where 7% is the process measure of &7 — | &7 | for a fixed z.

Our first main result identifies a diffusion limit for %XtN = %X N2 with respect to an oY

environment, when the initial condition has some smoothness to guarantee smoothness of p(¢, )

(cf. Lemma 2.TT).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose o € C(T) and py € C?(T) for B > 0. Let the initial measures u~ of the
process (X[, m) satisfy Condition 23 Then, & XY for t € [0,T] converges in distribution in the
uniform topology to a diffusion x; on T given by the unique weak solution of the SDE

(I)(p(t,fbt)) (I)(p(tvxt))
p(t,iﬂt) p(tvxt)

whose process measure is given by [B2), where B is a standard Brownian motion, p(t,u) is the
hydrodynamic density specified in @ZI3), and Zx is the limit in distribution of & X{'.

dz, =2 azy) dt + dB, , 1o 2 Zy, (3.3)

Remark 3.2. We comment, with more smoothness, say a(-) € C# (T) for 8/ > 1 (and therefore
Lipschitz) and py € C*8"(T) for 87 > 0, we have p(t,u) € CC/2147([0,T] x T) for a 0 < y <
min{s’, 8"} by Part 2 (b) of Lemma [ZT1l Then, the SDE above would have bounded, Lipschitz
coefficients, and z; would be the unique pathwise solution of B3], implying strong existence by
the Yamada-Watanabe theorem (cf. Theorem I1X.1.7 in [19]).

Next, as a consequence, we state quenched and annealed results. Recall the quenched random
environment formulation in Section

Corollary 3.3. Consider the seting of Theorem [ where pg € CP(T) for 3 > 0 and now a =
W! € CY?~(T) as in Z8) with respect to € > 0. Then, under a quenched random environment w,
we have %XtN fort €10, T] converges in distribution in the uniform topology to the unique weak
solution x§ = x+ on T satisfying

p(t,iﬂt) p(t,:l?t)

where p = p° is the hydrodynamic density specified in Theorem [210 with initial condition py.
15
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Moreover, under the annealed measure Ep,, PV, the law of %XtN converges weakly to the law

of x§ under Py, the law of W.

Proof. The quenched part follows from Theorem B.Il The annealed result follows straightforwardly
from the quenched one: If EN[F(&XN)] — E[F(z¢)] for bounded, continuous F : D([0,1],T) — R,
then Ep,, EN[F(5 X"N)] — Ep,, E[F(27)], by bounded convergence. O

We now consider the limit of the diffusions 25 as e | 0. Consider the diffusion 20 = 2" on

R, formally given with periodic drift and diffusion coefficient by

R A3 I <1>(p0(t 9%0)) .

where z € R. More carefully, as with Brox diffusion, we specify it in terms of scale: Namely, for
t >0, define &9 = sg' (so(2) + B°(T; '(t))) on R where

sofo)i= [ exp (= 4{LIW) + Wiy L))} ) do (35)

To(t) i= / exp (8{ 155 (s0(2) + B)|W (1) + W (s (s0(=) + BE) = 5 (s0(=) + B))})
X ! dr
Xo(t, 55" (s0(2) + BY))
Here, B is a standard Brownian motion and yo(t, ) = ®(p°(t,z))/p°(t, x).

We now impose a bit more smoothness on pgy to guarantee that u(t,z) solving [2I5) with
a = W/ is a classical solution and therefore a para-controlled solution, so as to access the para-
controlled limits in [6], [5].

Theorem 3.4. Consider the setting of Corollary[Z3. Let now py € C*T8(T) where B > 0. Let

also < 7x. Define the process 2 for t € [0,T] on T as a mizture 29 = 207% — |#07% |, where

2z = Zx. We have that the diffusions x5 on T, specified in [B.4), converge in distribution to 29 as
€ — 0 in Py -probability.

Moreover, as a consequence, the laws of x; under the annealed measure Py, converge in
distribution to the law of 29 under Py as e — 0.

We will prove the quenched part of Theorem[B4lin SectionBl The annealed statement follows
as a consequence as in the proof of Corollary 3.3

Remark 3.5. We comment, with respect to a Brownian bridge environment (see after ([26])), where
the disorder a) = af — & DTy ol and a(u) = — [y W./(v)dv has the same smoothness
as a(u) = W/, one may deduce the corresponding version of CorollaryB:{I from Theorem [B.1], with
a(-) in place of a(-).

Also, the corresponding version of singular hydrodynamic limit Theorem 2.I3] in terms of
para-controlled solution p®Y(t,z), holds with respect to a(-) and formal limit W’(-) — W (1) in
place of a(-) and W’. Then, a corresponding singular diffusion limit Theorem [B.4] holds with s, ¢,
T, and p®? in place of sg, Ty and p° where

suale)i= [ exp (= 10~ Lo)) + W00 - L))y

Tuo(t) 1= | exp (SW sz b(smal=) + BY) = Lszbsan(2) + )

=Wl (oa0() + B = Lsuhlsaoz) + BOD) lo<z> TR
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [B.I} DIFFUSION LIMIT IN AN «(:) ENVIRONMENT

We develop a martingale representation for X}V, discuss homogenization via a Replacement
Lemma 1] and associated tightness of terms in the representation in the following subsections,
before proving Theorem [B]in Section 4]

4.1. Martingale representation. Let .J;  (respectively J;") be the total number of jumps up
to time t by the tagged particle X to the left (respectively right). Such a process is a function
of (XN,n.). We may express the tagged particle location as X + J;” — J;” modulo N. These

N
counting processes Jti are compensated in terms of the jump rates N? %pﬁ? so that

s e [T9ms(XY) N
it = [y A
are martingales. One may also compute the quadratic variations, noting that the size of the jumps
are 1 =|£1], as
ME), = N2 ! g(ns(Xév)) NE g
< = ~/O 775(Xév) Py @5
Since the jumps are not simultaneous, the martingales M," and M, are orthogonal, and therefore

their cross variation vanishes.

. N N.— . .
Since px’; - pX;V = %agy, we obtain a representation for XtN:

Lon 1 on tg(ﬁﬁv(Xév)) N LN
modulo 1 (actually supported on %T ~), where MY = M,;" — M, . Alternatively, one can extend
XN periodically to Z, in which case (@) would be an equation on R say.

The quadratic variation of %MtN , adding the quadratic variations of %M + equals

1 t N XN
m<MN>t_/0 7952;&53))) ds. (4.2)

4.2. Homogenization of rates. To take limits in the martingale representation (.1, we would
like to replace the local rate g(n:(X}))/n:(X}Y) by its appropriate continuum homogenization.
g(n)

Since %= is bounded and Lipschitz by our assumptions on g (Section[2.1]), we state a ‘replacement’

Lemma ET] with respect to a bounded, Lipschitz function h evaluated at coordinate n.(X™N).

As mentioned in the introduction, we will replace h(n;(X}¥)) by its average with respect to
a localized ‘equilibrium’ distribution. We will be able to show effects of the random environment
are minimal in this localization. At time N?2t, the system has settled so that near the location
XN one expects the local configuration (XY + x) for 1 < z < eN to be distributed by a
stationary distribution Z. for the translation-invariant system indexed by the local random density

N (XY + ) (cf. @1)).

This is formulated as the following result.

Lemma 4.1 (The Replacement Lemma). Let h be a bounded and Lipschitz function. Let also DY
be a bounded function of x € Ty, uniformly for all N € N. Then, fort € [0,T],

t eN
1 _
lim sup lim sup lim sup limsup EY / DY« (h(ns(Xév)) - — E Hy(n?N (XN + :v))) ds
=00 €0 6—0 N-—oo 0 s eN p—

(4.3)

where

(1) () = Eylnleo))] wit v = <z, ),
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(2) Hi(p) = Ez,[H(n*(0))] and %, is defined in Section[2)

Proof. The proof is divided into several steps. Each step will be dealt with in its own later section.
These steps are: local 1-block in Section [6.1] local 2-block in Section [6.2] and global replacement
in Section [6.3l By the triangle inequality, we have

EN l/t DY,y (h(ns (xM)) ZH N(xN —|—:17))) ds
0

] (4.4)

<ev[| [ b, (h<ns<xiV>> - HG{00) ds|
0
t eN
# || [P (RO - o S HORY + ) ds]
+EN / ( ZHnSXN—i-:v ——ZH XN+$))) ds].

As h is bounded, Lipschitz, it is known that H is bounded, Lipschitz; see Lemma 6.7 in [9)].
Then, each term on the right hand side of ([@4]) vanishes in the limit by Lemmas [63] [6.6] and
respectively. g

4.3. Tightness of constituent processes. We now state that the processes
2y = (@ N L XN L MN (M)
are tight in the associated Skorohod space .@([O, T)) = 2([0,T], A+ (T) x #(T) x T x R x R)
endowed with the Skorohod topology. In fact, we will show that 2 is tight with respect to the
uniform topology, associated with %([0,7]) = €([0,T], A#+(T) x #+(T) x T x R x R). Here, 7,
is the shift operator so that
1
N
T = Z n.(z4x)o./N.

z€TN

Theorem 4.2. The sequence QN of distributions of Zn, belonging to 2([0,T)), is tight with
respect to the uniform topology of € ([0,T]).

t t
Proof. Let AY = [, %ds and O = [; qf}"(gzv))aév(é\,ds so that &+ (XN —X{V) = MM +CF,
modulo 1, in @I)). Since g(n) < g*n by assumption (LG), and supy sup e, [0l | < co, we have
the processes AN and OV are tight with respect to the uniform topology by Kolmogorov-Centsov
criterion. Since (&MMN). = AN (cf. ([@Z)), we have also that (+M™N). is tight.

Since %Xév is assumed to converge weakly to Zx, the initial value is therefore tight. The
same argument as in Lemma 3.3 in [9] shows that %X,N is tight in the uniform topology. Indeed,
the jump rate of XV is g(n(X™))/n(X") < g*, and so one can couple X" with ZV a random
walk with rate g* on Ty with the same skeleton but holding times less than or equal to those of
XN. Then, + sup|,_s1<o | X7 — X[ < = sup|,_s|<g |2, — Z|. Tightness then follows by that of
scaled simple symmetric random walk on T .

Moreover, by Aldous criterion, as

lim sup sup LIEENH MP - MNP = limsupsupIEN[/TJr Mjfv)dr] < limsup g*8 = 0,
o~ 0<~v N2 Y0 7 <~y T nT(X ) 740 <~y
we conclude that &MY is tight in the Skorohod topology. Since X/} — XV — CF = LM}
(cf. @), any limit point (z.,m.,C.) of (£ XN, % MN AN) is such that 2, — zg — C; = m,. Since
z. and C. are supported on continuous paths by the tightness shown in the uniform topology, we
18



conclude m. is also supported on continuous paths, and therefore %M,N is tight in the uniform
topology.
The empirical measure 7% is also tight in the uniform topology as shown in Section 8 in [I5]
with respect to the hydrodynamic limit Theorem 2.7 shown there.

Finally, by Mitoma’s criterion, to show TXtmr,fV is tight, it is sufficient to show (G, Tx~ V) is
tight for each continuous, compactly supported function G. Write

1 1 s—xN
Gty =5 3 mle + X6 = 5 3 m@OEFD) = (1 Gl

zeT N z€TN

Since t — (71—, G, m) is a continuous function of (z.,m.) and (&XN, ™) is tight with respect to
the uniform topology, we have that TngwN is also tight in the uniform topology. O

4.4. Identification of limit points and proof of Theorem 3.1l We now describe the limit
points of ), in which the fourth item is the statement of Theorem Bl

Theorem 4.3. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem[3 1], QN converges with respect to the
uniform topology to the law @Q concentrated on trajectories & = (w., 7, m.,x.,m., A.) such that

(1) m(du) = p(t,u) du where p is the unique weak solution to (ZI3).
(2) 7o, mi(du) = p(t, x + u) du.
t
¢ s
(3) A, = / (p(s, ) oo
0 p(S,{ES)
(4) x1 is the unique weak solution for [B3) with xg 4 Zx, governed by the process measure

B2).

Proof. By Theorem [£.2], we have tightness of 2y with respect to the uniform topology. So we may
take a subsequence { Ny} such that 2}, converges in distribution to 2" supported on continuous
paths on [0,T]. To reduce notation, let us assume that 2 converges in distribution to 2~ whose
law is Q). Now, we will prove items #1 - #4.

Claim #1. The first item is the hydrodynamics result Theorem 27 (¢f. Theorem 3.3 in [15]).

Claim #2. For the 2nd item, note as in the proof of Theorem for any G € C(T), we have
(G, TXtN7Tt]V> = <T(7%X§V)G’ 7l¥). The right hand side <7—7%X_N G,7N) is a continuous function of
(XN, 7V) which converges to (r_, G,m.). To identify the limiting distribution, it is sufficient
to identify the finite dimensional distributions. In particular, since (7_ XN G, 7)) converges to
Jp Glu— ) p(t,u) du = [ G(u) p(t, 2 + u) du, we have T%X}\J?T,N — Ty m.(du) = p(-,z. + u) du as
claimed.

Claim #3. For the 3rd item, we apply Lemmadlto ([2]) by setting h(n) = g(n)/n, H(p) = ®(p)/p
and D%;v = 1. With G = 19, noting n°"(z) = (19, ) where 1y = (26)"*1[_g 9, we have by Claim
#2 taking N — oo that

t 1 € _
lim lim lim @ [ ’At —/ — Hy({Ts.t0, Ts))duds
0

f—00 €0 H—0 2 J_.

>6}=0,V5>0,Vte[0,T].

Since p is continuous (Part 2(a) of Lemma2TT]) given o € C(T) and py € C#(T) for 3 > 0,as 6 — 0,
we obtain (7,9, 7s) — p(s,7s). In addition, by bounded convergence, we have H(p) — H(p) as
{1 oo. Therefore, Q-a.s.,

t 1 e t @ .
lim lim lim / = | Holry(re,t0) duds :/ (p(s,25)) o
t—00e=060—0 Jo 2¢ J_, 0 p(ijs)
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Claim #4. The quadratic variation <%MN>t converges to A; by Claim #3. Then, by Proposi-
tion IX.1.12 in [19], the martingale %MtN , as its quadratic variation is uniformly bounded in N,
converges to a continuous martingale m,. Hence, by Corollary V1.6.29 in [19], (&M}, (£ MN),)
converges to (my, (m);), and as (M7, (5 M"™);) converges to (my, Ay), the quadratic variation
of (m), = A;.

By Doob’s martingale representation Theorem 3.4.2 and Remark 3.4.3 in [12] (noting the
derivative of A, is positive as ®(u)/u > g, > 0), there exists a Brownian motion B on the
probability space ( Q F P) where my, x;, A; are defined, with the same filtration {%;}, such that

my = f \/ p(sszw

The random environment factor a%z\, =aVv | = YN, o in the drift term of (4LI]). As
N(xXN) N(xXN)
Y converges uniformly to the continuous limit a., we may replace YN( xN) with a(%X NY)in
N

(@) with a vanishing deterministic error, since g(n)/n is bounded by (LG). Note that the function
a(x.) is continuous in ..

Therefore, applying Lemma[Tlto the drift term fg +XN) q(;] ((XN) ds in (@), with h(n) =

g(n)/n and DXN = a(%XY), and performing the same analysis as in the proof of claim #3 yields

convergence of fo XN )%ds to fo (s %ds, the error vanishing in probability

with respect to Qn. We have also ~ ~ (XN~ X2 converges in distribution to z;—x. By assumption,
the initial distribution of %Xév converges to the law of Zx. Therefore, x( is distributed as Zx.

Let Z; be the 1-periodic extension of x;. Since @ converges weakly to @, and %5 = {:it—:io—
Cy—my| > 6} is an open set in C([0,T7]), we conclude from the Portmanteau theorem applied to %
that &y — 29 = C; + my. Hence, there exists a probability space (€2,.%, P) and a Brownian motion
B defined on that probability space for which the convergence point x; satisfies the stochastic
integral equation given in (B, interpreted via #; in (BI)). So the triple ((z¢, B), (2, %, P),{.%:})
is a weak solution to ([B3)).

By the uniqueness of such weak solutions (Theorems I11.3.5 (and remark after) and I11.3.6 in

; see also , given that the diffusion coefficient LICICERIEN continuous, positive and bounded
& p(sw2)

above and below, and the drift a(z) EJ((S w))) is continuous and bounded, all limit points converge
to this solution.

We remark by the same citations, uniqueness of weak solution also holds for z. when the
initial condition is Zp = z for each z € R. Hence, the process measure Ez, [Z?7] discussed in ([B.2])

governs the distribution of z. when starting from x( Lz x. This completes the proof. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.4l SINGULAR DIFFUSION LIMIT AS € | 0

We focus on the quenched setting in the following. We observe that x* on T has representation
as a diffusion 2 on R with periodic coefficients (cf. ([B.I))). The plan is to take the limit of the
It6-McKean representation of 2, and thereby show Theorem [3.41

Deﬁne Xe(t, ) = @(p°(t,x))/p°(t, ) for € > 0. Recall the process #5 on R, with initial value
5 = 4 Zw and periodic drift b (¢,7) = 2x.(¢, ) W./(x) and diffusion coefficient o2(t,z) = x.(t,z),
bounded above and below. Recall also that its process measure is EZX[Q’Z] where 2% is the
process measure when 2§ = z € R.

After a few ‘steps’, Theorem [34lis proved at the end of the section.
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Step 1. In the quenched setting, that is with respect to a realization of W, define the ‘scale’
function

sa(x):/omexp (—/Oy2ba(t,z)/o§(t,z)dz> dy:/ exp( / W!(z )

By exploiting the periodicity of W/, we calculate

z 1 y—lyl
Se(x) :/0 exp (—4 (Lyj/o W.(z) dz—l—/o Wi(z) dz)) dy. (5.1)

Note, as W/ € C/2~(T), that s. € C°/2~(T).
We may identify its limit.

Lemma 5.1. In the quenched setting, s. converges to so, defined in [B.A), uniformly on compact

. . . . —1 . —1
sets of R. Moreover, since s. and so are strictly increasing, s_* also converges uniformly to s,

on compacts sets of R.

Proof. Since W/(x) = d L(ye « W)(z) in terms of v-(z) = Liy(z/e) (cf. @H)), we compute
fo W!(z)dz = (1. * W)( ) (1e * W)(0) whose 1imit is W(z) as € | 0, uniformly on compact sets

of R. In particular, from (51)), we have lim._q s-(z) = [ exp (=4 {[y/W (1) + W(y — |y])}) dy
The claim holds. O

Step 2. We now observe that s.(Z5) is a martingale by applying It6’s rule: Recall dif =
2x-W/dt + \/X=dB;. Note that d(&°); = x.(t,&)dt, sL(z) = exp (— 4 [; W/(z)dz), and s!(z) =
—4AW!(x)s.(x). Then,

. 1 e -
dsc(25) = sL(27) di5 + 3 sY(25) d(2°)s = exp < / w( z) vV Xe(t,25) dBy.
Hence,

ss(fci)—ss(fcé)—/exp< / wi( ) VX(r,3) dB,

with quadratic variation

(52(8))s = / exp( / W dz>xa< ) dr. (5.2)

Clearly, (s-(2))+ is a strictly increasing, continuous process.

Lemma 5.2. The quadratic variation {s.(i%))¢, as t T 0o, increases to ($.(1%))oo = 00 a.s. with
respect to the process measure Ez[ 7).

Proof. The condition (s:(2°))oc < oo implies a finite limit of the martingale, lim; oo s¢(25) —
s¢(2§) € R, by Proposition IV.1.26 (see also Proposition V.1.8) in [19]. But, s.(-) is continuous
and strictly increasing. Therefore, finiteness of (sc (%)) implies finiteness of lim;, 5 € R.
Suppose now that (s.(2%))sc < 00. Note that W/ and the coefficient x. is bounded above
and below. Then, convergence of &§ as t T oo, via the formula (5.2]), would imply that (s.(2°)),
diverges to infinity, a contradiction. Hence, we must have (s.(2%))ec = 00 a.s. O

Step 3. Now, since s.(2) — s.(£f) is a continuous martingale, vanishing at ¢ = 0, by the
Dambis-Dubins-Schwarz result, Theorems V.1.6 in [19], we have

se(27) — se(25) = Be(gsa(@s)w (5.3)

for t > 0, where B¢ is the ‘DDS’ standard Brownian motion.
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Let T.(t) be the inverse of the quadratic variation process (sc(&%));, for ¢ > 0. Note that
d(s-(2%)) = exp (= 8 [y W/(2)dz)x(t, &5)dt and (s(ﬁ:s)%s(t)Ts’(t) = 1. Then, via (53], we have

(0 t sc t(se(25)+By) /) 1 (5.4)
T:(t :/ exp 8/ Wi(z)dz — - dr, 5.4
: 0 0 : Xe(r, 52 (s:(25) + Bg))

a strictly increasing and onto function on [0, 00).

Step 4. We now consider the case Zx = z € R is a constant.

~E,Z

Lemma 5.3. The process #;° = sZ*(s-(z) + B(T- '(t))) on R converges in distribution to the
process #)° = 55t (s0(2) + BTy (1)), defined near (33, in probability with respect to Py, .
Proof. We prove convergence in Py -probability of 7* to ito’z in distribution by showing that any
subsequence #;" has a further subsequence converging in distribution to 29, almost surely with
respect to Pyy. In other words, let F': C([0,7]) — R be a bounded continuous function and Pp
be the law of a Brownian motion B. Since, given the realization W, the laws of ¢ and z° can be
written in terms of a Brownian motion, we show that any subsequence of Ep . [F(2°)] = Ep, [F(2°)]
has a further subsequence which converges to Ep_, [F(2°)] = Ep,[F(2%)], a.s. Pyy.

We may also view T, and Ty as functions of a Brownian path. In this sense, it suffices to
show with respect to a realization B a.s. P that there exists a subsequence & := ¢, such that
T:, — Tp uniformly on [0, T#], a.s.-Py, for each T# > 0. For, if this holds, then there is a common
subsequence & such that Tz, — Tp uniformly on [0, N] for each N € N a.s.-Pyy,. Then, it follows
Tgkl — Ty ! uniformly on [0, T, a.s.-Py. Combining with the continuity of the Brownian path B
and the uniform convergence of s. — s and s;' — s; " on compact subsets of R (Lemma [5.]), we
may show the desired result by bounded convergence theorem,

i Fp,, [P(%)] = lim Bp, [F(s5 (52, (2) + BT ()]
= Ep,[F(sy ' (s0(2) + B(Ty ' (1)))] = Ep, [F(2°)], Pw — a.s.

To show there is a sequence &;, such that T, converges to T, uniformly on [0, T#], notice that
by the continuity of B, the compactness of [0, 7#], and the uniform convergence of s. and s on
compact subsets, the first factor in the integrand of 7.(t) in (5.4) converges uniformly on [0, T#]:
That is, by periodicity of W/,

s H(se(2)+By)
lim Wi(z)dz = [ 557 (s0(2) + Br) [W(1) + W (sq ' (s0(2) + Br) — 59 (s0(2) + By)))-

e—0 Jo

In addition, since ®(u)/u is smooth and bounded below and above (cf. Lemma 2Tl with time

horizon T#), the uniform convergence of a subsequence yz, to Yo and therefore 1/xz, to 1/xo

follows from p* — p° in f;;l where a € (13/9,3/2) in probability w.r.t Py, globally in time.
Indeed, first, by Lemma EI1] given the assumption py € C'*#(T) for 3 > 0, we are assured

that p* € 27, !is the gradient of the unique para-controlled solution of ZI3). Second, recall-

ing the definition of £, ', the convergence in probability in Theorem (with time horizon

T# >
T#) allows to choose a subsequence & so that p — p® uniformly in [0,7%#] a.s.-Py. Then,

| X, (8 Sgkl (52, (2) + Bt)) — xolt, So_l(so(z) + Bi)) | is bounded above by
| Xz (8 55,1 (52, (2)+B1)) =Xz, (t, 50 (50(2)+B1)) | + | Xz, (£ 59 ' (s0(2)+Br))—xo(t, 55 (s0(2)+B1)) |.

Observe that the second term vanishes in the limit since xz, — Xo uniformly. For the
first term, note that the function ®(p)/p is Lipschitz for p € [p_, p4] since ® is continuously
differentiable. Therefore, we have

| X&k (tv Ssjkl (Sék (Z) + Bt)) — Xéw (t, 861(80(2) + Bt)) |
< xallip 107t 55, (s2.(2) + Be)) = p™(t, 55" (s0(2) + By)).
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We may bound the second factor on the right hand side as follows:
0% (t, 55, (s, (2) + Br)) — p™ (t 50 (s0(2) + By))|
< [Pt sup |55 (55, (2) + Be) — 55 (s0(2) + By)?
te[0,7)

where [pf],_1 is the Holder constant of p°. Since p converges to p° in f;;l = COrsCo N
C’(Toﬁiﬁ_l)mLOo (note C*~1 = C* ! as a € (13/9,3/2); see remark after Lemma ZIT)), we have
[p°]a—1 converges to [p°]o—1 < co. Then, given s., s_* converges to sq, sal uniformly on compact
subsets of R (Lemma [5.]), the right hand side vanishes. O

Proof of Theorem B:4L Consider the definition 257X = 257X — |27 |, Note that the law of
xf is the law of Zx for each € > 0. Note also that || : R — T is a continuous function. Recall the
equivalence of a sequence converging in Py -probability with every subsequence having a further
subsequence converging Py -a.s.

We have E[F(z5%%)] = Ez [Ep,[F(25* — |257])]] for a bounded, continuous function F :
C([0,T],T) — oo. The inner expectation converges to G(z; W) = Ep,[F (2% — [2%%])] in Py -
probability by Lemma [E3l Since G is bounded, by the equivalence in terms of subsequences,
by bounded convergence, we conclude the full expectation converges to Ez, [G(z;W)] in Py-
probability. Hence, the desired quenched limit is found. As remarked after Theorem [B.4] the
annealed part follows as a consequence. 0

6. COMPLETION OF THE PROOF OF LEMMA A1

We supply the needed estimates of the three terms on the right-hand side of (@4) in the
following three subsections to finish the proof of Lemma Il The scheme has some similarity with
that in [9], [10], although there are many differences here given the context of the inhomogeneous
environment. In this regard, estimates from [15] will be useful.

6.1. Local 1-block. In the proof of LemmalLT] the local 1-block deals with the first term in ([Z4]).
In this term, h(n;(X})) is replaced by an average quantity H (nf(X})) indexed by variables in the
local f-neighborhood of XN € Ty. We use a Rayleigh-type estimation of a variational eigenvalue
expression derived from a Feynman-Kac bound. Dirichlet forms and spectral gap bounds play an
important role.

6.1.1. Dirichlet forms. Recall the generator Ly, cf. (2.2)), and the invariant measure vV (cf. [210),
where ¢y n is taken so that maxy ¢p v = 1. As vV is not reversible with respect to Ly, we will
work with .y = (Ly + £5)/2, the symmetric part of Zy:

nflam) =5 3 omk)pYe (F a1 — fom)

ke +

1 77(17) -1 z,x+1
+3 ; {ono) TSR (F ™) = £ )

19(77(17)) x,xt1l
+§ 77(17) pi\{i(f(x:tlvn i)_f(‘rvn))}'

1, of brranN 1 o
here p¥, = (= + L — (= +1).
wher pk,:l: (2 N) ¢k,N (2:F N )

Then, vV is reversible with respect to the generator .#y. Recall v*"*% (cf. near (ZI0)).
Similarly, v¢"”* is reversible under 7" = (Zy"" + L") /2, dropping the terms in .y
where the tagged particle moves.
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The Dirichlet form 2(f) with respect to ./ is

o (- 7n )] = 5 3 B [on)pl s (7 a1 ~ fe.m)’]

k;éw
+ g B [alola) TSR0 (o) = fa)]
+ g B [2HGY (st 17040 = fm)?) (6.1

while the Dirichlet form 2¢"%*( f) with respect to .7 equals

Eyenvee [f (=S5 )] = 2 57 Byenece [gm()ol y (£, 1) = f(a,m))?
2
k#x

—”(ng S (Pl ) — Flam) )

We comment if f did not depend on n(z — 1),n(x),n(x + 1) then 2% (f) = (f,—Lf) oy,
reducing to the Dirichlet form with respect to the standard process (cf. 21)).

T % Byene [ g(n(x))

6.1.2. Spectral gap bound. For k € Ty and I > 1, denote Ay ={k—1,k—1+1,....,k+1} C Ty.
Consider the two processes restricted to Aj,; generated by S ; and S’;T’ where

Sf=5 S {om@Np (o) = f) + g+ VPN - (F77) — F) )
z,x+1€AL

SEfo =5 S0 o)l (et — 1) + oot + D)pYr - (F07) — 1)}
ﬁféki’?
+5 ol TSI (T — 1),

Let also S, and Sg’f"v be these generators when oV = 0.

Let Q= Ngk‘l be the state space of configurations restricted on sites Ay ;. For each n € Qy,
define ky1(n) = [I,en, , Pe.n (n(x)), that is, kg, is the product measure Zy restricted to Q.

Define also r§"(n) = (k) o 1(n), the measure v*"** (which conditions X = k), restricted to
kil Pk,N

1 € Qy, l Define also /@k ;and Ky

0, ;" to be the measures ry; and K" when aN =0. Let p* = pr.n

when o = 0 (corresponding to gb =1).

Let Qx5 = {n € Qi 3 ,cn,, n(@) = 7} be the state space of configurations with exactly

J particles on the sites Ay;. Let ry, ; and nznf be the associated reversible canonical measures
0,
obtained by conditioning x,; and f<a€"” on {2, and Hk Lj and s, f’;” these measures when oN =

The corresponding Dirichlet forms Py, Zg.1,5, and Z7", Z}")"; are given respectively by

B fSuhl=3 S Eea@)els (7ore) - rn)?].

z,x+1€AL
and

B [JSEEN] =5 3 B [atn@)lls (F7=) — 1))

€Ay \{k}
c+1E€AL,

+ 3 e [g(n(k))
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—ENvV

with & equal to kr; and kp 1 j, and K eny onv

equal to Ki and Reij

We will obtain spectral gap estimates for the localized inhomogeneous processes by comparison
with the spectral gap for the translation-invariant localized process generated by Slg,l' For j > 1,
let b; ; and bf_’;” (which does not depend on the location k) be the reciprocals of the spectral gaps

of —S)), and —Sg:f"” on Q. (cf.p. 374, [13]):

b . E“%,l,j [f(_Sg’lf)] d pew
= in an .
L f Var,.o (f) bg

Fk,1,5

0,
B [[(~S25™ )
Varﬁ(;:elzzu (f)
As Qy,;; is a finite space, the infimum in the above formula is taken over all functions f from

Qp,; to R. For all I, > 1, we have b;; > 0. By Lemma 6.2 in [J] (or Lemma 3.1 in [I0]), as
g« < g(n)/n < g* is bounded above and below by assumptions (LG) and (M), we have

bi5 < (9792 ") by

(6.2)

:= inf
:

6.1.3. Inhomogeneous comparison. We now state estimates which quantify expressions with respect

to the inhomogeneous x}"3"; to those under 1/10’,:’;”. The following lemma is the counterpart of

Lemma 6.1 in [I5] when the measures are in terms of the ‘environment’ process where the tagged
particle location is fixed.

Recall py, in Section BTl Let TN = mingea, , {pi\f+}.
Lemma 6.1. We have the following estimates:

(1) Uniform bound: For all n € Q. ;, we have

27 27
<¢min,k,l) ! - K1 () - <¢max,k,z> !
(bmax,k,l - KZ:?ZU(T]) - (bmin,k,l
where Gmin ki = Milgep, , Pz, N and Pmax kI = MaXzeA, ; Pu,N-

(2) Poincaré inequality: We have for j > 1,
Var,{z?l?j (f) < Okvl»jE’fz?fj [f(_Sg)’;U )}

(bmax,k,l

45
) bounds the inverse of the spectral gap of
(bmin,k,l

where Cl 1 = (g*g;l)%;jl?"k,l,N (

—S;T’ on QkJ)j.
(8) For each l fizred and C' = C(l) > 0, we have

4j
¢max,k,l) _ 1,

lim sup 7N =1
¢min,k,l

lim sup sup ( A sup
1<k<

NToo 1<k<N j<Clog(N)

and hence, given (Z3), for fized 1 and C = C(l) > 0, we have

. 1
lim  sup sup —

Ck,l,j == 0.
N—001<k<N 1<j<Clog(N) NV

Proof. For part (1), write

TR 450
kg (n) = : and k7" (n) = : .
et () K (Q,0,5) iy (1) Hg’jnv(Qk,l,j)
We may write
n(k) 0, n(k)
K () = kr(n) and “kjm}(ﬁ) = —ri,(n)
Pk,N P
0, T Bk,
Hence, r¢"7"(1)/k, " (1) equals pny Z’iigzg
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Via the proof of Part (1) of Lemma 6.1 in [I5], corresponding to the part (1) above, we have

(¢m1n kl) 2 < Kk,l(n) < (Qbmax,k,l)zj (63)

¢mdx k,l K%l(n) ¢min,k,l

and therefore the ratio xg"}"(n)/ Ky " (n), as n(k) cancels, has the same lower and upper bounds,
except they are multiplied by p /kav Moreover, since 53" (Q,1,5) = 22, c, L RR Y(n), by writing
K () = (R0 () /K9, ()RR (1), we may estimate the ratio &7 ;(Q.1.;)/K55" (.1,5) similarly.
Combining the above estimates straightforwardly, yields part (1).

Part (2) follows similarly, using the corresponding Part (2) of Lemma 6.1 in [15].

Part (3) follows from Lemma [Z] which gives that % = 14 O(I/N), and also that
pY, =1+ 0(1/N). O

6.1.4. Mean zero replacement. In the upcoming proof of the local 1-block, we will need to replace

h(n(x)) — H(n!(x)) by a mean zero function with respect to the measure K-

Recall that h is bounded and Lipschitz.

Lemma 6.2. We have, C = C(l) > 0 depending on l, that
limsuplimsup sup  sup | Egenv [h(n(k))] — H(j/(20 + 1))] } =0.

K
lsco  N—oo k€Ty j<Clog N kot

Proof. We now make use of the estimates in Lemma to deduce
minst ) g ()] < g ()] < (222250 By (0))
¢maz,k,l kg = TR a ¢min,k,l kil '

Note that the ratio (¢maz k.i/Gmink.1)> converges to 1 uniformly over k € Ty and j < C'log(N)
as N 1 oco. Since h is bounded, the desired convergence follows from the convergence of

sup [ Eoeno[h(n(k))] — H(j /(2L + 1)),

which does not depend on k € Ty, as | — oo to 0, as given by Lemma 6.4 in [9] for bounded,
Lipschitz h. O

6.1.5. Local 1-block replacement. We now give the main estimate of the section.

|0

Proof. Denote by V(XY ns) the integrand appearing in the statement of this lemma. Since h and
DN are uniformlly bounded, V7 is also bounded. By the truncation in Lemma 26, it suffices to
show

Lemma 6.3 (Local 1-block). With the same notation as in Lemma[{.]]

lim sup lim sup IENH / DYy (R (XY)) = Hl(XY))) ds

l—oo N—oo

t
lim sup lim sup E" [/ W(Xivms)llcN,e(XiV,ns)dS] =0,
0

l—o00 N—oo
where Gy = {(z,1) : n°(z) < Clog N}.
Applying the entropy inequality to the above expectation yields

t
EN |:/ VZ(XsNanS)]lGN,e(XéV’nS) ds]

0

N N 1
A vT) L, {exp (

<
- N~ N~

Xévans)]]-GN’g (XsNans) ds

)|
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By (24), the first term vanishes as v — oo. It remains to estimate the second term. We may
remove the absolute value in the second term by applying the inequality el®*l < e* 4+ e¢~* and
lim sup % log(ay + by) < max{lim sup % log ay, lim sup % logby}. We need only estimate

1 t
— log By [exp <7N / Vo( XN ny) 1g, (XY ,ns)ds)] : (6.4)
Y 0 '

As the time-scaled process (X2, nY) has generator N2.%y where £y is defined in ([Z2), we
may apply Lemma 7.2 in Appendix 1 [I3] to bound (6.4]) by

N
TN L, SO (N’ZL+yNVilay,) fiflow =t sup  (Vilay, f, [y ——2(f). (65)
v ”fHL2(,,N)*1 Hf||L2(,,N):1 v

By first conditioning on the values of X, and then dropping the nonnegative ‘tagged particle
terms’ in line (G.I), we may bound 2(f) > > vN(X = a:)@em””(f(x,~)). Note that vV (X =
x) = pg, N/||p Nllzi(ry). We may divide and multiply each function f(x,-) by \/Eyenv.[f?], noting

that fm = Z, /\/ Venv,z f2 has L2 €N, I) norm 1.

Then, (IEI) is less than

T xT N env,xr T
SN X = ) By [P Ve L 7, fmene = =27 (7) |

||fHL2(,,N)—1

N
<sp s {(Viday S feno = Z27(D),

T 1l geeney=1

Since V; depends only on Q¢ in (V; Lgy, f, f)venv.e, we may replace f by its conditional expecta-

tion given €2, ¢, denoted f , and v by kg7, By convexity and dropping terms for jumps outside

of Ay ¢, the Dirichlet form 2" (f) > .@;Z”(f). Hence, we bound the last display by

N env
swp s A (Vilay, £ P = 2D (6.6)

T ||f|‘1,2(~;%v):1
One may now condition on the number j of particles in A, . Because of the truncation,
we may limit to j < Cllog(N). Again, for each j, we may multiply and divide by Eyeny. [£2].
Denote by f the function f/ Eyenp [f?]. Since for j < Cllog(N), we bound (G.6) by

env For N env [ f
sup  sup Z Kot (Qa,0,5) Exeny [f ]{< Fofdwgre, = _@%é’j(f)}
T ALz (weng) =1 j<Cllog() !
N env
<sup sup sup {<Vf £, f>'<‘°‘"“- - _“@w»f»j(f)}' (67)
z j<Cllog(N) ||f”1,2(~§"£”].):1 i

By Lemma [6.2] the difference H(j/(2( 4 1)) — Exenp [h(n(0))] vanishes, taking note of the
restrictions and order of the limits. Therefore, we may replace V; by V,,; = DY (h(n(x)) —
Eyeny. [h(n(0))]), which is mean zero with respect to k5" ;- Applying Rayleigh’s expansion, Theo-

rem 1.1 in Appendix 3 [I3], yields that (G.7)) the is bounded above by

(’Y/N)<( en'u) 1VIEJ; VZEZ]>L2( env]) (V/N)Ome‘]HVIEJH%Q envv)

1 =2V rjlloc(7/N)Cl.. T 1= 20Varillee(V/N)Ca e,
Since (1/N)Cy ¢,; vanishes as N 1 oo by Lemma [6] and H and D are uniformly bounded, we
conclude the argument. 0
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6.2. Local 2-block. We now detail the 2-block estimate following the outline of the 1-block es-
timate, which will treat the second term in ({4 in the proof of Lemma LTl We will be able to
replace H(n’(z)) by an average of H(n*(X™ + x)) for z in a small macroscopic ¢ N neighborhood
of XN,

Recall the notation Ay from the 1-block estimate. For I > 1 and k, k¥’ such that |k — k| > 21
and k+1 <k —1,1let Ay = Ak UMy . We introduce the following localized generators Sk i
and S’} , governing a process on {1 = NQ"”“”. Inside each block, the process moves as before,
but we add an extra bond interaction between sites k + [ and k' — [. Define

Skt F(1) = Skt F )41 £ 1) + 5 900k + PN (G4 — )
45908 = D)ol (P ) — )

1 oYy dwan, 1l ap L oy denn (1 oy
where pév+lyk,,l=§+ N Srrin 37N )and pgfl,k+l:§_ N ¢k,le(§ N )

Define also

i (1) = ST )+ Sk fn) + 5 gk + D)o (FOFH ) = £ ()
459 = D) PN (PG4 = F(a)).

As before, consider the localized product measures Ky 1| = ki, X Ky and &7, = KEYY X
k1. Define as well as the canonical measures ry 1,5 and &3 on Qg p ;= {n € Qg pry
> zen, @) = j}, that is ke and K50, conditioned so that there are exactly j particles
counted in €y ;. With the form of the rates pkN+l7k/_l and p{c\f_l),ﬂ_l, both sets of measures are
invariant and reversible for the dynamics with generators Sy - ; and S} ; respectively.

The corresponding Dirichlet forms P, 1, D 1,5 and Z¢57 (f), Dl ; are given as follows.
Define

Thwi=5 D Be @)Y (1) — 1))

T, x+1EA, 1/
1 1 2
5 B [ 90k + DR e o (£ = £ ).

Similarly, the canonical form Z; ;- ; ; is defined except we use the measure xy, 1 ; instead of Ky 1 ;.

Moreover,

TN =5 O B fom@) e ()~ 5)’]

mEAk,k’,L\k

m+1€Ak,k’,l
1 n(k) —1 2
+ 5By [N el (PP — S )
1 ;o 2
5B |90+ D)ot (P = £) 7]
with the canonical form Z77 , . defined analogously with s}’ ; . replacing &} ..
Define Sg)k,J and SE’Z% as the generators Sy and S§'}y ;| when o™ =0. When |k — K| is

large, the processes generated by S}, , and S may be thought of as on adjacent blocks with

a connecting bond. In this sense, these processes do not depend on k, k', but only on the width .

0 0 0,env 0,env i enuv enuv
Let also Ky s 1, Ky g5 and Ky, K57 - be the measures kg k1, Kk k1,5 and £17%0 5 617
when o = 0. Similar to (6.2)), for each [ and j > 1, we let bii,j, 0715 > 0 be the inverse of the
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spectral gaps of —SY,,, and —SE’Z%J on O rr 1,5

0,
b inf KZ W [f(_Slg,k’ylf)] 4 g - EKZ’(;CT,“; ; [f(_Sk)Z?i )]
=1 ETN an .= 1n kT,
1,1,5 f Var,.o (f) 1,l,5 : Var oo 7
Kok 0,g oreny

Again, we have bf} < (g*g;")?*bi1; < C(g*, g«)I?, by Lemma 6.2 in [9] and [3)), under assump-
tions (LG) and (M).

-1 — i N : N
Let 7y j 4, v 1= min {Pkﬂ,k/—za Mg, z+1€AL 1, {p2}}
Lemma 6.4. We have the following estimates:

(1) Uniform bound: For all n € Q1 1,5, we have

25 25 23 2j
¢min,k,l ’ (bmin,k’,l ’ Hz?lg’,l,j (77) ¢max,k,l ! ¢max,k’,l /
< <
Pmax,k,l Pmax, k' 1 - mg’;’/ﬁj(n) T\ Dmin,k,l Prmin, i’ |1
where we recall (bmin,z,l = minzGAz,l ¢1,N and ¢max,z,l = maXyzeA, ,; ¢1,N-

(2) Poincaré inequality: For fized j > 1 and k, k" such that |k — k'| > 21l + 1, we have
Varyens  (f) < Crpr 15 Ergne, | [f(=Skaif)]

k,k/ 1,5
44 44
2 d)max,k,l ¢max,k’,l
U)hETG Ok,k/,l,j S O(g*,g*)l Tkk' ,I,N .
¢min,k,l ¢min,k’,l

(3) For each 1 fized, and C' = C(l) > 0, we have

Gmax kI \ Y [ Pmax k1|
li max,k, max,k’, — 1. 1 i -1
im sup sup = 1, limsup himsup sup Tkt N = L.
N1oo k! N j<Clog(N) \ Pmin,k,l Gmin, k1 €l0 Ntoo 2041<|k —k|<eN

Hence, for fized | and C = C(l) > 0, we have

lim sup lim sup sup sup  €Ch 1,5 =0.
el0 Nfoo 2041<|k/—k|<eN j<Clog(N)

Proof. The argument follows the proof of Lemmal[6.1] by comparing kg ;,; with ”g,k',l,j- However,

here we have two separated intervals. Since kj x; and ﬁg,k/,l factor into products indexed over
these intervals, we may proceed. Indeed, by comparing fugacities in A with ¢pin k1 and Gmaqz. k.1
and those in Ay ) with ¢pin ki and Gmas k1, the analog of ([G.3]) is

¢min,k,l 2 Q/)min,k/,l 2 li?,lkv’,l(n) ¢max,k,l 2 ¢max,k’,l *
< <
¢max,k,l ¢max,k’,l - 52:273 (’I]) o (bmin,k,l ¢min,k’,l
The rest of the argument for Part 1, and Parts 2,3 are similar as for the 1-block Lemma We
only note that here p;Y,, ,,_; converges to 1 as N 1 oo, € | 0, by Lemma 2Tl O

We state now a centering lemma, similar to Lemma Recall that H is bounded and
Lipschitz, as stated in the proof of Lemma F1] after ([Z4]).

Lemma 6.5. We have, for C = C(l) > 0 depending on l, that

lim sup lim sup sup sup |Eyenv [H(n(x)) — H(n(x +y))]| = 0.
{—oo N—oo z€TN j<Clog N ’ ”
ye{20+1,....eN}

Proof. Since H is bounded, we may reduce to the homogeneous case by using the same steps
and approach as in Lemma [62] However, we invoke Lemma 6.6 in [9] to deduce the limit in the
homogeneous case, when oV = 0. g

We now come to the main estimate of the section.
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Lemma 6.6 (Local 2-block). With the same notation as in Lemma[{.]]

{—00 e—0 N—oc0

lim sup lim sup limsup EY H/ DY (HnL(XN)) ——ZH XN—i-;E)))d

]:o.

Proof. Let Vyoy(n) = DY (H(n*(x)) — H(n*(x +y))). Since H and DY are uniformly bounded,
so is Vp 4 for all y € Tx. Therefore,

eN eN
1 4 1
' @) = = S Hot e +)) = va <0(5) gy X Vet
y=1 y=20+1

The first term on the right hand side vanishes as N — oco. To bound the second term, it is
enough to show
} 0.

We may proceed as in the proof of the local 1-block Lemma [6.3] so that it suffices to show

t
lim sup lim sup lim sup sup ENH/ Vixn y(1s)ds
00 €0 N—oo ye{20+1,..eN} 0 °

lim sup lim sup lim sup

{— 00 e—0 N—o0
2 N env,x
sup sup sup Veawylane f Jpenve — —PIE(f) =0
z€TN y€{2€+1,...,eN} ”fHL2(,,enu,m):1 FY

where Gy ¢ = {(z,7) : n°(x) + n*(x + y) < Clog N} and v > 0 is a fixed constant.

‘We now assert that

vyl () < CL(1 4 eN) D5 (f).

z,x+y,l

Indeed, note that ;"7 , consists of the sum of Dirichlet forms Z57"(f), Zr+y,e(f) and the
Dirichlet bond from x + ¢ to  +y — £. Now, Step 5 of Lemma 7.2 in [I5] directly bounds the
Dirichlet bond by eN2'(f) where 2'(f) consists of Dirichlet bonds in 2" (f) not involving x.
Therefore, 2'(f) < 2°""*(f) and the claim follows.

Therefore, after localization and conditioning on the number of particles j, it suffices to show

lim sup lim sup lim sup sup sup sup
{—00 €0  N—oo ze€Tn,ye{20+1,....,eN} j<C(¢)log(N) Hf”Lz(me"“Jr s =1
T, TTY,%,]

Ve %) - e T () =0

VSTV s 2eyCy T DTV '
We may replace Vi, by the centered expression Vioy = Vizy — Exene, [Ve,z,y] in the
above limit, since by Lemma[6.0] Exene | [Viz,y] vanishes uniformly in the limits and restrictions

RS, ",

given. Then, to handle the centered Ve,m,y by Rayleigh expansion and Poincaré inequality, via
Lemma [6.4] we obtain
1

7 2 env
sup sup sup sup Vewy | >n;";+y T ﬁ‘@m,ery,l,j(f)
2€TN 20H1<y<eN j<C(0) log(N) [Ifll L2 (eno, =1 e Y0
T, TTY,L,

26701 Co aty 0] wmy”%%,{;n;ﬂ o)

< sup sup —
€T N, yE{20+1,....eN} j<C(£) log N 1= 2evC1Ch oty 0,3l Ve wllZ
The right-hand side vanishes as N — oo by Part 3 of Lemma [6.4, noting that H and DV are

uniformly bounded. O
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6.3. Global Replacement. We now indicate the ‘global’ replacement to handle the third term
in (@4) in the proof of LemmaFIl We will be able to replace the average of H(nf(X}N + z)) for =
in a small macroscopic e N neighborhood of X}¥ by the average of Hy(n?™N (X + x)) over z in the
the same eN neighborhood. After some manipulation, this ‘global” replacement can be recovered
from the proof of the hydrodynamics Lemma 5.1 in [15], that is the proof of Theorem 27

|-o
|

where tc(z) = ¢ '1(o,. We may change variables X + z to z, and then limit the sum over z to
|XN —2| > 20N, as H and DY are uniformly bounded, with an error of C(||H ||, supy || DV ||o0)-

. t =
We need only consider EV {% 21X 2|20 ‘fo Dggfz (H(nk(2)) — He(n™ (2))) dsH.
Let Vp,o(2,@,m) = DY__(H(n"(2)) — He(n"(2))). The desired limit will follow if we show, for
fixed ¢ > 0, that

1 t
1ir;1s51plijrvnsupIEN {N E ‘/0 Veon (2, XN ns) ds” =0. (6.8)
— —00
[XN—2|>20N

Lemma 6.7 (Global Replacement). With the same notation as in Lemma [].1),

lim sup lim sup lim sup lim sup
{— 00 e—0 6—0 N—o00

t 1 eN L
BV (| [ D (g S0 HOLOXY ) = T (X2 + ) ds
z=1

Proof. We can rewrite the expectation as

EN{ }/Ot D¥n (% ST tela/N) {HOUXY +2)) = H(fN (XY + 1))} ) ds

z€T N

The argument for ([G.8]) follows that of Lemma 5.1 in [15], which separates into (global) ‘1-
block’ and ‘2-block’ estimates, namely Lemmas 6.2 and 7.2 in [I5]. Here, H is a bounded, Lipschitz
function of ¢ sites, where £ is fixed, whereas in [15], the function dealt with there was of only one
site. Still, the same scheme holds as in the translation-invariant case in [I3]; see also [9], [10] for
analogous treatments. We only mention the main steps for the (global) ‘1-block’ as the (global)
‘2-block’ is similar.

|-

introducing an intermediate scale A. As in the proof of Lemma 6.3 in [I5], one may introduce a
truncation via the entropy inequality, as g satisfies the (FEM) condition (cf. Section 23], so that
one need only show

. . 1 ¢
lim suplimsup EN[N > ‘/0 (Ve (2, XY, 00) Lipp (2y<ay) ds” = 0.
o o |XN—z|>20N

For the ‘1-block’ estimate, we need to show

1 t
lim sup lim sup EY {N Z ‘/ Vialz, XN n) ds
A—oo  N—oo |XN—z|>20N 0

By using the entropy inequality and eigenvalue decompositions, conditioning on x € Ty, as
in the ‘local’ 1 and 2-block arguments for Lemmas and [6.0] it suffices to prove, for stationary
inhomogeneous measures v“"""* and constant v > 0, that

lim sup limsup sup sup
A=oo N—oo z€TN |[fll L2 env.ey=1
1 N env,x
(¥ 2 VoGemlwam)hf),, =577 =0
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Since Vi (2, 2,1m)1{pr(2)<a} does not depend on 7(z), we may condition f on variables which
do not depend on n(x), the location x being where the tagged particle is fixed. In this way, one can
replace the measure v°""* with Zx, and 2" ( f) evaluates to the Dirichlet form with respect to
the standard process (f, —Lf)%, (cf. remark after (€1])). It would suffice to show, now uniformly
over z, that

lim sup lim sup sup sup sup
A—=oo  N—oo z€Tn z:|lz—z|>20N ”f”L2(-@N):1

N
<Vz,A(Z=!E,77) Lepr(z)<ay f7f>% - 7<f7 —Lf)ay =0.
N

By the proof of Lemma 6.3 (page 220) in [I5], one may replace Vi x(z,2,7n) by its ‘centering’
DY | (H(ne(z)) - By | (MH)M(Z)[H(n)‘(z))]) when n*(z) < A, with a uniform over x,z error
vanishing as N — oo.

At this point, one follows the same argument for Lemma 6.3 (page 221-222) in [I5] to complete
the argument for the (global) ‘1-block’. O
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